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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on October 20, 2004 in which 
applicant submits a request for continued examination, amends claims 1, 6, 9, 12, 17, 21, 55, and 
59, and responds to the claim rejections. Claims 1-62 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on October 20, 2004 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5, 12, 14-15, 25-29, 40-44, and 55-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Fasbender et al. (U.S. 2002/0086725 Al). 

Fasbender et al. discloses a gaming device and method having a base game and a 
plurality of bonus games, wherein the first bonus game is triggered by a predetermined symbol 
or symbol combination obtained in the base game and wherein additional bonus games are 
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triggered by a predetermined symbol or symbol combination obtained on another payline in the 
base game or by obtaining a predetermined symbol or symbol combination in the first bonus 
game. Fasbender et al. discloses : 

Regarding Claims 1, 9, 12, 17, 21, and 55: 

• a display device (Figs. 2-11); 

• a primary/base game displayed on the display device (Tf 17); 

• a set of reels in the primary/base game having a plurality of symbols flf's 17-21 
and 36); 

• a plurality of primary/base game awards associated with the primary/base 
symbols (f s 18, 35, 42, 45, and 55); 

• a first secondary/bonus game(20) displayed on the display device (Abstract, Fig. 
I,fs2, 17-21, 36, and 58); 

• a set of reels in the first secondary/bonus game having a plurality of symbols 
which include at least one different symbol than the primary/base symbols (| 37); 

• a second secondary/bonus game displayed on the display device (Abstract, Fig. 1, 
fs2, 17-21, 36, and 58); 

• a plurality of secondary/bonus awards associated with the secondary/bonus 
symbols in each of the secondary/bonus games, wherein the secondary/bonus 
awards are different than the primary/base awards fl[ 45); and 

• a processor causes the display device to display the set of reels in the 
primary/base game which are randomly determined, provides any primary^ase 
awards associated with the primary/base symbols indicated on the reels in the 
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primary/base game, causes the display device to remove/replace the set of reels in 
the primary/base game with the set of reels in the first secondary/bonus game 
when a first triggering event occurs in the primary/base game, randomly 
determines the secondary/bonus symbols indicated by the set of reels of the first 
secondary/bonus game, provides any secondary/bonus awards associated with the 
secondary/bonus symbols indicated on the reels in the first secondary/bonus 
game, and causes the display device to replace the set of reels in the first 
secondary/bonus game with the second secondary/bonus game when a second 
triggering event occurs in the first secondary/bonus game, wherein the 
primary/base game does not include a triggering event which causes the processor 
to cause the display device to display the second secondary/bonus game (Abstract, 
Fig. 1, f s 2, 17-21, 36-37, and 57-58). 
Regarding Claims 2 and 7: 

• a plurality of the secondary/bonus symbols of the first secondary/bonus game are 
different than the primary/base symbols 37). 

Regarding Claims 3, 8, 10, 14, 18, and 22: 

• all of the secondary/bonus symbols of the first secondary/bonus game are 
different than the primai^ase symbols fl| 37). 

Regarding Claim 5: 

• the second secondary game includes second secondary symbols which are 
different than the secondary symbols of the first secondary game (| 37). 

Regarding Claims 25 and 40: 
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• at least one of the secondary awards is larger than all of the primary awards (f 
45). 

Regarding Claims 26 and 41 : 

• the secondary awards in the secondary game are different than the secondary 
awards in the first secondary game fl[ 45). 

Regarding Claims 27 and 42: 

• at least one of the secondary awards in the second secondary game is greater than 
all of the secondary awards in the first secondary game (f 45). 

Regarding Claims 28, 43, and 55: 

• a probability of obtaining a winning combination of symbols associated with each 
winning combination of the primary symbols in the primary game and each 
winning combination of the secondary symbols in the first secondary game, 
wherein the probabilities associated with the winning combinations of secondary 
symbols are different than the probabilities associated with the winning 
combinations of primary symbols fl[ 45). 

Regarding Claims 29, 44, and 56: 

• at least one of the probabilities associated with the winning combinations of 
secondary symbols in the first secondary game is greater than all of the 
probabilities associated with the winning combinations of primary symbols in the 
primary game flf 45). 

Regarding Claim 57: 
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• the probabilities associated with winning combinations of secondary symbols in 
the second secondary game are different than the probabilities associated with 
winning combinations of secondary symbols in the first secondary game fl[ 45). 

Regarding Claim 58: 

• at least one of the probabilities associated with the winning combinations of 
secondary symbols in the second secondary game is greater than all of the 
probabilities associated with the winning combinations of secondary symbols in 
the first secondary game fl[ 45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fasbender et al. 
(U.S. 2002/0086725 Al). 

Fasbender et al. discloses that as discussed above regarding Claims 1-3, 5, 12, 14-15, 25- 
29, 40-44, and 55-58. Fasbender et al. seems to lack explicitly disclosing that a gaming device is 
operated through the Internet. However, operating gaming machines over a data network such as 
the Internet was well know to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention. One would be motivated to do so because this provides an efficient and cost effective 
way to collect personal data from a game player or to reconfigure a gaming machine thereby 
possibly reducing the number of employees required to run a casino. 
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7. Claims 4, 6-1 1, 13, 17-24, 30-39, 45-54, and 59-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Fasbender et al. (U.S. 2002/0086725 Al) in view of Watts et al. (U.S. 
5,775,692). 

Fasbender et al. discloses that as discussed above regarding Claims 1-3, 5, 12, 14-15, 25- 
29, 40-44, and 55-58. Fasbender et al. seems to lack explicitly disclosing: 
Regarding Claims 4, 6, 9, 11, 13, 17, 21, and 59: 

• the gaming device includes less secondary/bonus symbols of the first 
secondary/bonus game than the primary/base symbols (Column 1, lines 59-67, 
Column 2, lines 35-39). 

Regarding Claims 20 and 24: 

• operating gaming machines over a data network such as the Internet. 

Watts et al. teaches of a gaming machine having a base game and secondary game(s). A 
predetermined outcome in the primary game triggers a first secondary game. Additional stages in 
the secondary game(s) can be implemented that are not triggered by the predetermined outcome 
in the primary game. Watts et al. and Fasbender et al. are analogous art since both describe slot 
machines having base and bonus games. Furthermore, Watts et al. teaches: 

Regarding Claims 4, 6, 9, 1 1, 13, and 21 : 

• the gaming device includes less secondary/bonus symbols of the first 
secondary/bonus game than the primary/base symbols (Column 1, lines 59-67, 
Column 2, lines 35-39). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
applicant's invention, to incorporate fewer symbols in a bonus/secondary game as taught in 
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Watts et al. in Fasbender et al. One would be motivated to do so because having less symbols on 
a secondary/bonus reel improve the overall odds of a player receiving an award in the 
bonus/secondary round. 

Regarding claims 20 and 24, operating gaming machines over a data network such as the 
Internet was well know to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention. One would be motivated to do so because this provides an efficient and cost effective 
way to collect personal data from a game player or to reconfigure a gaming machine thereby 
possibly reducing the number of employees required to run a casino. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicants arguments filed October 20, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

9. Applicant respectfully disagrees and traverses the rejection to claims 1-3, 5, 12, 14-15, 
25-29, 40-44, and 55-58 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Fasbender et al. (U.S. 
2002/0086725 Al). 

10. Regarding claim 1, In Fasbender, Applicant alleges "if a bonus round is triggered [in the 
primary game], one or more of the symbols 36 from the selected payline 35 in the primary game 
that qualified the player for the bonus round may be randomly replaced with other symbols, 
either from the same set of symbols used in the primary game or alternatively, from a different 
set of symbols." In response, the examiner notes Fasbender actually states, "none, one or more 
of the symbols 36 from the selected payline 35 in the primary game that qualified the player for 
the bonus round may be randomly replaced with other symbols. . ." in [0037] as cited by 
Applicant. Nevertheless, the examiner contends if at least one symbol is replaced on the selected 
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payline(s) (which encompasses each reel), that would equate to "replacing" the set of reels, 
especially if those symbols are replaced with a different set of symbols as described in paragraph 
[0037]. 

1 1 . Applicant alleges "Fasbender does not disclose, teach, or suggest providing a plurality of 
bonus games where any of the bonus games are initiated based on a triggering event occurring in 
the bonus game or any other game other than the primary game." The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Fasbender describes how "an additional [plurality] bonus event" may be provided 
based on obtaining a trigger symbol in the bonus game [0058]. 

Therefore, the examiner maintains Fasbender anticipates the claims. 

12. Applicant alleges claims 2-5 which depend from claim 1 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No's 10-1 1 above. 

13. Regarding claim 6, in addition to those items already discussed, Applicant alleges 
Fasbender does not disclose, teach, or suggest a processor that causes the display device to 
replace the set of reels in a first bonus game with a second bonus game when a second triggering 
event occurs in the first bonus game or any bonus game initiated based on a triggering event that 
does not occur in the primary game." The examiner respectfully disagrees. Fasbender describes 
how additional bonus games are triggered and that the reels of a first bonus game are replaced 
with a second bonus game. [0058]. 

14. Applicant alleges claims 7-8 which depend from claim 6 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 6. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 13 above. 
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15. Regarding claim 9, Applicant alleges the claim is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claim 1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in 
Item No ' s 1 0- 1 1 above. 

16. Applicant alleges claims 10-1 1 which depend from claim 9 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 9. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 15 above. 

17. Regarding claim 12, Applicant alleges Fasbender does not disclose, teach, or suggest 
removing the primary reels on the display device and replacing the primary reels with secondary 
reels in a first secondary game upon a first triggering event in the primary game." The examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The examiner contends if at least one symbol is replaced on the selected 
payline(s) (which encompass each reel), that would equate to "replacing" the set of reels, 
especially if those symbols are replaced with a different set of symbols as described in [0037]. 
The examiner asserts removing reels equates to replacing reels. 

18. Applicant alleges claims 13-16 which depend from claim 12 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 12. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 17 above. 

19. Regarding claim 17, Applicant alleges the claim is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claims 1, 6, 9, and 12. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No's 10-1 1 above. 

20. Applicant alleges claims 18-20 which depend from claim 17 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 17. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 19 above. 
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21 . Regarding claim 21, Applicant alleges the claim is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claims 1, 6, 9, 12, 17, and 21. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same 
reasons presented in Item No 5 10-1 1 above. 

22. Applicant alleges claims 22-24 which depend from claim 21 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 21 . The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 21 above. 

23. Regarding claim 55, Applicant alleges the claim is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claims 1, 6, 9, 12, 17, and 21. Applicant alleges Fasbender does not disclose, teach, 
or suggest replacing and/or removing the set of reels from the primary game with a set of reels in 
a secondary game or removing and replacing a set of reels from a first secondary game based on 
a second triggering event occurring in the first secondary game." The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. The examiner contends if at least one symbol is replaced on the selected payline(s) 
(which encompass each reel), that would equate to "replacing" the set of reels, especially if those 
symbols are replaced with a different set of symbols as described in [0037]. The examiner 
asserts removing reels equates to replacing reels. 

24. Applicant alleges claims 56-58 which depend from claim 55 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 55. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 23 above. 

25. Regarding claim 59, Applicant alleges the claim is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claim 55. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in 
Item No. 23 above. 
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26. Applicant alleges claims 60-62 which depend from claim 59 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 59. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 25 above. 

27. Applicant alleges claim 16 which depends from claim 12 and is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Fasbender et al. (U.S. 2002/0086725 Al) is allowable for the 
same reasons provided form claim 12. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 17 above. 

28. Regarding the rejection to claims 4, 6-11, 13, 17-24, 30-39, 45-54, and 59-62 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fasbender et al. (U.S. 2002/0086725 Al) in view of 
Watts et al. (U.S. 5,775,692), Applicant alleges the claims are allowable because Watts allegedly 
does not remedy the deficiencies of Fasbender. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same 
reasons presented in Item No's 10-1 1 above. 

29. Applicant alleges claim 4 which depends from claim 1 is allowable for the same reasons 
provided for claim 1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in 
Item No. 10-11 above. 

30. Regarding claim 6, Applicant alleges Fasbender does not disclose, teach, or suggest "a 
processor causes a display device to replace a set of reels in a base game with a set of reels in a 
bonus game when a triggering event occurs in the base game." Also, Applicant alleges "the 
combination does not disclose a processor that causes the display device to replace a set of reels 
in the first bonus game with a second bonus game when a second triggering event occurs in the 
first bonus game." The examiner respectfully disagrees. Fasbender describes how additional 
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bonus games are triggered and that the reels of a first bonus game are replaced with a second 
bonus game. [0058], 

3 1 . Applicant alleges claims 7-8 which depend from claim 6 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 6. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 30 above. 

32. Regarding claim 9, Applicant alleges the combination of Fasbender and Watts does not 
disclose teach, or suggest the elements as described above. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
for the same reasons presented in Item No. 30 above. 

33. Applicant alleges claims 10-11 which depend from claim 9 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 9. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 32 above. 

34. Applicant alleges claim 13 which depends from claim 12 is allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 12. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 17 above. 

35. Regarding claim 17, Applicant alleges the combination of Fasbender and Watts does not 
disclose teach, or suggest the elements as described above. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
for the same reasons presented in Item No. 30 above. 

36. Applicant alleges claims 18-20 which depend from claim 17 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 17. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 35 above. 

37. Applicant alleges claim 21 is allowable for the same reasons provided for claim 17. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in Item No. 35 above. 
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38. Applicant alleges claims 22-24 which depend from claim 21 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 21 . The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 37 above. 

39. Applicant alleges claims 30-34 which depend from claim 6 and claims 35-39 which 
depend from claim 9 are allowable for the same reasons provided for claims 6 and 9, 
respectively. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in Item No. 30 
above. 

40. Applicant alleges claims 45-49 which depend from claim 17 and claims 50-54 which 
depend from claim 21 are allowable for the same reasons provided for claims 17 and 21, 
respectively. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons presented in Item No's 
35 and 37 above. 

41 . Regarding claim 59, Applicant alleges the combination of Fasbender and Watts does not 
disclose teach, or suggest the elements as described above. The examiner respectfully disagrees 
for the same reasons presented in Item No. 30 above. 

42. Applicant alleges claims 60-62 which depend from claim 59 are allowable for the same 
reasons provided for claim 59. The examiner respectfully disagrees for the same reasons 
presented in Item No. 41 above. 

For the reasons discussed hereinabove, the examiner maintains the rejections as stated in 
Office Action, Paper No. 07102004. 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott E. Jones whose telephone number is (571) 272-4438. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 6:30 A.M. - 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Scott E. Jones 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3713 
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